
Adopt resolution rejecting the low bids from Hendrix Wire and Cable Co. and Pirelli Power 
Cabies for failure to meet $pecifications, and award the hid for the purchase of 78,500 ft. ,  
total, of 750 kcmil, #4/0 and #I10 AWG, 15 kV, EPR insulated underground cables to the low 
bidder, The Okonite Compa~iy, of San Ramon, CA, in the amount of $137,244.19 (EUD). 

June 18,2003 

Electric Utility Director 

That the City Council adopt the attached resolution rejecting the iow bids 
from Hendrix Wire and Cable Co. and Pirelli Power Cables for failure to meet 
speci~ioations, and award the bid for the purchase of 78,500 ft., total, of 750 

kcmil, # 4 / Q  and #I10 AWG, 15 kV. EPR insulated under~round cables to the low bidder, The Qkonite Co~pany '  of 
Sat3 Ramon, GA, in the amount of $137,241.19 

At the meeting of May 7, 2003, the City Council approved specifications and 
authorized advert~sement for bids for various sizes and lengths of 15 kV 
ui3dergrou~id cable. The specif~cations requested bids on two different types 

sulrntian, namely crosslinked polyethyleno (TR-XLPE) and ethylene propylene rubber (EPR ) with different 
n each type. The bidders were informed that the City was in the process of evaluating the two types of 

cable and that only a portion of the cables being bid would actually be purchased. 

Foiiowin~ the bid opening on May 28, 2003, ali the bids received were evaluated and similar cable sizes within each 
insulation type were campa~ed. This cost comparison over the cables' life coupled with a number of other advantages 
gained by using EPR iiisulation yields the recotn~endation to award the bid for the actual cable requirements to the 
low bidder meetin the specifica~ions~ The Qkonite Company of §an Ramon. The low monetary bidders, Hendrix Wire 
and Cable Co. in ail categories and Pirelli Power Cables in the #4/0 AWG category, did not meet the ~pecifications 
and t he r~ f~ ro ,  it is recommended to reject these bids, 

Some of the advan~age~ with EPR cable over TR-XLPE are: longer expected service life; cable is more flexible 
resulting in easier installation with associated labor savings; cable has higher ampacity (load carrying capability); is 
resistant Lo "treeing", a phenoinenon causing cable failure in TR-XLPE cables. EPR insulated cable has been ad.opted 
as the stan~ard by several area utilities, including PG&E, Merced and Turlock Irrigation Districts. 

The low monetary bidders have been contacted and the discrepancies from the specifications discussed. These 
bidders ~ n d ~ r 3 t ~ n ~  the reasons for the recommendation to award to the next lowest bidder. 

: Available within the Department's Financial Plan and 

Hans Hansen, Manager, Enginee! !ng and Operations 

Attachment (bid evaluation) 
c City Attorney 

P ~ ~ ~ G ~ a s i n g  Officer 

. . ,, . , . ,, , , , , . . 



~ ~ d r ~ ~  Voltage Cable with EPR ln~ulation May 2003 

Bidder 

7 .43 
76,3 19 33 
84,004 59 
93.066 91 
95,447 64 
71,664 53 

No bid 
No bid 

Comments 

3id TR-XLPE type cable 8 

The Kerite ~ o ~ p ~ n y  

Page Elect Co CME Wire 8, Cable 
The Kerile Company 
Western Slates, Kerite 
Hendrrx Wire and Cable Go 
ILJlN Electric Go,, L.td 
Nexafls Energy USA, inc 

513 
52,291 OD 
53,877 26 
67.086 23 
68,796 22 
51,200 65 

No bid 
No bid 

d TR-XLPE type cable 

1-3 
12-14 

12 
6-8 
7.4 
8 

Cable evaluation EPR May03 XIS 





and a d ~ ~ t e ~  by the 

N 




